The audience was a very important part of the rhetorical event. The great attraction was Professor John William Draper from New York,30 a famous historian of science, who was scheduled to present a paper dealing with Darwin's views. Some people came expecting and hoping 'to hear the oratory of the bold Bishop'3' in the discussion period. The unusually large number of people who arrived at the Section D meeting necessitated moving it from the originally scheduled lecture room to the long west room which was to become the library.32 The Athenaeum said the audience was 'immense',33 and other reports have put the number between 400 and 700. 34 The audience was a mixture of scientists, theologians, Oxford dons and students, and women, and thus was an audience which was considerably more broad than a specialized gathering of scientists. The clergy were grouped in the middle of the room; behind them in the northwest corner was a small group of undergraduates.35 Most of the audience were predisposed against Darwin's views,36 though Wilberforce was unpopular with many at the University and in some segments of the church.37 The cheers and laughter which the Bishop's remarks elicited in turn stimulated him to say things he otherwise might not have said. One eyewitness, the Reverend Tuckwell, later wrote: 'The Bishop . . . [said] he did not mean to hurt the Professor's feelings; it was our fault-we had laughed, and that made him pursue the joke. We laughed again, and Huxley was not appeased'.38 Indeed, one historian has concluded that 'It was the audience, not the participants, who created the event'.39
But the participants, surely, were central. After six individuals had given brief reports, Professor Draper read his paper of between an hour and an hour and a half,40
which 'gave rise to a long and very animated discussion'. well-received eloquent presentation the day before in the Geography Section.4 Now, as one of the vice-presidents of the British Association and as the local Bishop,44 he was seated on the platform, and rose to speak for about thirty minutes45 with 'great power and eloquence'.4"; The Athenaeum summarized his remarks in one-third of a column, reporting that he stated that the Darwinian theory, when tried by the principles of inductive science, broke down. The facts brought forward did not warrant the theory ... The line between man and the lower animals was distinct; there was no tendency on the part of the lower animals to become the self-conscious intelligent being, man; or in man to degenerate and lose the high characteristics of mind and intelligence . . . Mr Darwin's conclusions were an hypothesis, raised most unphilosohpically to the dignity of a causal theory.47
It is reasonable to assume that Wilberforce's remarks were to a large extent the same as his review of Origin, which he had finished on 20 May48 and which would appear in the The one available version by Huxley himself66 is his letter to his friend, Dr Dyster, written about two months after Oxford: Not only were these younger scientists a minority in 1860, but they felt they were a persecuted minority. Certainly this was the case with Huxley. Returning in 1850 from his four-year expedition on the Rattlesnake, he suffered fruitless and bitter years up to 1854 trying to secure a position in the world of science, a frustration which was greatly aggravated for it delayed the security needed before he could ask his fiancee, who was in Australia, to come to England to be married. 132 147 Indeed, it has been said that the British Association through the years has been 'a source of rational entertainment'.148 For months prior to Oxford, evolutionists had experienced taunts linking their heritage to tadpoles,'49 mushrooms or apes, so it was merely a continuation of an existing joke.'50 In the tradition of British debate, hardhitting but with a strong undercurrent of playfulness, Wilberforce's question may not appear to be so outlandish or cruel-though its appropriateness still could be questioned. Huxley, in turn, was not displeased with the 'inextinguishable laughter' I his retort created, and two months after Oxford he could look back on it and say, 'It was great fun'. 152 Fourth, what were the long-range effects of the Oxford confrontation on (1) the participants, (2) the British Association, and (3) the general relationship between religion and science?
The effect on Huxley was significant. He was buoyed by what he considered to be a distinct victory,'I3 that he had been able to stand up to the talented, prestigious Bishop, twenty years his senior,'34 who would now think more carefully before ridiculing science. Huxley saw clearly the importance of public speaking and planned to cultivate it in the futurc,'55 which he indeed did right up until his death in 1895. The debate first brought him before the public eye'56 and gave him a 'respectful hearing which might otherwise have been denied'.'37 As has recently been expressed, 'Huxley ceased to be simply a technical scientist and began his evolution into the great Victorian sage, as a popular educationist, essayist, and public speaker'.'58 The effect on Wilberforce is less clear, for the event and its impact have not received much attention from his side, and it was not such a central experience as it was with Huxley. As has been noted, the Bishop felt he had won, and he simply went about his multi-faceted work. He had other subjects on his mind.' 9 His son's biography mentions the event only very briefly and favourably,'60 as does a modern biography.'6'
The relationship between Huxley and Wilberforce remained civil, but perhaps mainly because both men perceived they had won the debate. Six months after Oxford, Huxley pursued the subject in a letter to Wilberforce:
